242                              LECTURE VIII.
Brahman, as derived from a root barh1, to break forth, or to drive forth; but the other brahman, before it came to mean hymn or prayer, seems to have had the more general meaning of speech or word. There are indeed a few indications left to show that the root barh had the meaning of uttering or speaking. Brihas-pati, who is also called Brahmanas-pati, is often explained as V&fcas-pati, the lord of speech, so that brih seems to have been a synonym of va/j. But what is sfcill more important is that the Latin verbum, as I pointed out many years ago, can be traced back letter by letter to the same root. Nay, if we accept vridh as a parallel form-of vrih, the English word also can claim the same origin. It would seem therefore that brahman meant originally utterance, word, and then only hymn, and the sacred word, the Veda, while when it is used in the sense of creative force, it would have been conceived originally as that which utters or throws forth or manifests. Tempting as it is, we can hardly suppose that the ancient framers of the Sanskrit language had any suspicion of the identity of the Logos pro-phoriJcds and endidthetos of the Stoics, or of the world as word or thought, the Logos of the Creator. But that they had some recollection of brahman having originally meant word, can be proved by several passages from the Veda. I do not attach any importance to such passages as "Brih. Ar. IV. 1, 2, vag vai Brahma, speech is Brahma, for Brahman is here in the same way identified with pr&^a, breath, man as mind, &ditya, sun, and many other things. But when we
1 Brahma is sometimes combined with brihat, growing or great, see Svet, Up. III. 7.